PLANS  FOR  A  NEW  LONDON
that purpose in the Charters of the severall Corporations of
the said Merchants'.1 Charles expressed his entire agreement
with these wishes, declaring that, had the City not expressed
them, he would yet have acted upon them, 2 and his charter
to the city (June 24th, 1663) confirmed the relevant clauses
in the first charter of his father. Before the Fire, therefore,
the City was as well armed as it had ever been. But the Fire
raised the whole issue in a more dangerous manner than ever
before. If the City had been in control of the suburbs the
position would have been less difficult, but it had thrown that
chance away. With four-fifths of its area burnt, it had to watch
its citizens acquiring leases of suburban properties, setting up
shops in the Strand, or moving down the river to the havens of
Wapping3 and Deptford. Others moved even farther afield,
and, since Charles had opened all towns and cities to the
* burnt' citizens, they could settle freely wherever they would.
With them they took their skill and their trade connections.
Trade was the foundation of London's greatness and if it
migrated, even in part, that greatness might flicker or grow
dim. The City was determined that it should not migrate.
In the draft for a Rebuilding Act it put clauses which would
have compelled all merchants living within twenty miles of
the city and trading therein, in person or through agents, to
take up office in the city if elected to it. On election they were
to take the freeman's oath. This was a sufficiently striking
extension of the previous law, for it applied to all, whether
capable of the freedom or devoid of any such connection with
London. On those who were capable of the freedom and who
so traded, the liability was laid 'at what distance soever they
inhabite'.4 But, whatever the precautions, a rapid rebuilding
1 Jor., 41, f, 247. This, if enforced, would have left the City handsomely victorious,
though it would have accentuated the jealousy of the other trading towns.   The
corporations were, however, not prepared to submit without a struggle, remaining
defiant after the new charter: (Guildhall Recs.t Small MS. Box 13, No. 13).
2 Jor.> 41, f. 247V.               * P.O. Reg., 2/59, pp. 163-4.
4 *Hedds thought requisite to be inserted into the Act for rebuilding*, Jor., 46,
ff. I32V-I33V. The Royal Africa Company and the East India Company, both of
them joint stock companies, were specially excepted.
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